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Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

(Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend her remarks.)

Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington.
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2411 is a bill intro-
duced by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT). The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is to be
commended on a bill which success-
fully resolves an environmentally sen-
sitive issue and will benefit the people
of Massachusetts.

H.R. 2411 provides for a land ex-
change and minor boundary adjust-
ment to the Cape Code National Sea-
shore consistent with requirements of
the omnibus parks bill enacted last
year. It conveys to Provincetown, Mas-
sachusetts, 7.6 acres of Federal land in
exchange for approximately 11.2 acres
of land outside the park, and modifies
the park boundary to include the added
land. In addition, the bill extends the
statutory term of the Cape Cod Na-
tional Seashore Advisory Commission
by 10 years to September 2008. The
Commission has provided valuable
guidance to the Park Service and given
local officials and community members
a voice in the management of the Sea-
shore.

This bill is noncontroversial and is
supported by the administration. I urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 2411.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. DELAHUNT asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of legislation which I spon-
sored which would resolve two matters
concerning the Cape Cod National Sea-
shore in Massachusetts. I wish to
thank the gentlewoman from Washing-
ton for her management of this bill.

b 1530

First, as she indicated, the bill would
extend the statutory term of the Cape
Cod National Seashore Advisory Com-
mission for some 10 years. Since the
seashore was created during the Ken-
nedy administration, the commission
has indeed provided invaluable guid-
ance to the National Park Service and
given residents of lower Cape Cod
towns a voice in the management of
the seashore. This extension is strong-
ly supported by local, State and Na-
tional Park Service officials.

In addition, again as the gentle-
woman indicated, the bill includes
minor boundary adjustments to the na-
tional seashore consistent with re-
quirements enacted last year. These
adjustments resolve a decade-old dis-
pute concerning the construction of a
solid waste transfer station and is part
of a settlement agreement among the
Park Service, the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts and the town of
Provincetown.

Let me conclude, Mr. Speaker, by
thanking and acknowledging the sup-
port and the assistance of the Chair of
the full committee, the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) and the Chair
of the subcommittee, the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) as well as the
ranking member of the full committee,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MILLER) and my friend, the ranking
member of the subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks and Public Lands, the
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA).

I urge my colleagues to support this
noncontroversial yet important legis-
lation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington.
Mr. Speaker, I have no further requests
for time, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA).

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I support H.R. 2411, as was introduced
by my colleague and a Member of the
Committee on Resources, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT). This is a piece of legisla-
tion that is supported by the National
Park Service as well as the local com-
munity.

The bill has two provisions. The first
provision authorizes a minor land ex-
change between the National Park
Service and the town of Provincetown.
The second provision extends of the
term of the Cape Cod National Sea-
shore Advisory Commission. This advi-
sory commission has been in existence
since the seashore was established and
works with the National Park Service
and the local community on numerous
issues.

Mr. Speaker, when the committee
marked up 2411, it adopted an amend-
ment to the bill that spells out the
uses that are permitted on the ex-
change property and limits the exten-
sion of the advisory commission to
2008. These changes have been agreed
upon by the National Park Service and
the gentleman from Massachusetts,
and I do support these provisions as
well.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this piece of legislation.

Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington.
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentlewoman
from Washington (Mrs. LINDA SMITH)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 2411, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that all Members may have 5 legisla-
tive days within which to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 2411, the bill
just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Washington?

There was no objection.
f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 35 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

f
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. NETHERCUTT) at 4 o’clock
and 20 minutes p.m.

f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
SELECT COMMITTEE ON U.S. NA-
TIONAL SECURITY AND MILI-
TARY/COMMERCIAL CONCERNS
WITH THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC
OF CHINA

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). Without objection, and
pursuant to the provisions of section
3(a) of House Resolution 463, 105th Con-
gress, the Chair appoints the following
Members of the House to the U.S. Na-
tional Security and Military/Commer-
cial Concerns with the People’s Repub-
lic of China:

Mr. COX of California, Chairman,
Mr. GOSS,
Mr. BEREUTER,
Mr. HANSEN,
Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania,
Mr. DICKS,
Mr. SPRATT,
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD,
Mr. SCOTT.
There was no objection.

f

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1999

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NETHERCUTT). Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 477 and rule XXIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the consideration of the bill,
H.R. 4059.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
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House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4059)
making appropriations for military
construction, family housing, and base
realignment and closure for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1999, and for
other purposes, with Mr. PEASE in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the

rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. PACKARD) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HEF-
NER) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. PACKARD).

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I want to begin by ex-
pressing my deep appreciation to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
HEFNER), ranking member of the sub-
committee. He has served for 12 years
as chairman of this subcommittee and

has made a great contribution to the
Congress. He is leaving at the end of
this year, and it has been a true pleas-
ure for me to be able to work with him
on this subcommittee. I will say more
about that in a moment.

Mr. Chairman, it is a privilege for me
to recommend this military construc-
tion bill to the Congress for adoption.
It is a very stringent bill. It does not
meet the needs, nor the requirements
of military construction, but it is basi-
cally all that we have to work with,
the numbers were given to us.

Actually, the administration pre-
sented a budget request that is consid-
erably lower than last year’s appro-
priated level, about $1.4 billion dollars
lower. That is a 15 percent cut from
last year’s appropriated level. We have
had to add to that level, to the Presi-
dent’s request, about $450 million or we
would have never been able to have
met even the most dire military con-
struction needs.

Mr. Chairman, we do not see any con-
troversy on this bill. We feel that it is

a very good bipartisan bill. The minor-
ity and the majority have worked very
closely on it in crafting the bill. We
also have worked very closely with the
authorizing committee. In fact, this
bill really reflects the authorizing
committee bill and we are pleased to
present it to the House.

In conclusion, I want to again men-
tion that we have had the great privi-
lege of working with the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HEFNER), who
will be leaving the Congress. And I
might mention that we included in the
bill a recommendation that a military
highway in his district be named after
him, the ‘‘W.G. ‘Bill’ Hefner All Amer-
ican Parkway.’’

We think that it is important that
the gentleman be remembered in this
way for his great contribution to mili-
tary construction, to the Congress, and
to the United States Government.

Mr. Chairman, I submit the following
for the RECORD:
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Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I re-

serve the balance of my time.
Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, first of all, at the risk

of forgetting it or letting it pass, I cer-
tainly want to thank the staff on both
sides of the aisle, who I think are the
finest staff that I have ever worked
with in the committees in all of my
tenure here on Capitol Hill.

They have done yeoman’s work. They
have worked very, very hard. They are
dedicated people, and I want to thank
them very much for their hard work.

It goes without saying, the admira-
tion that I have for the gentleman
from California (Chairman PACKARD).
He has done a remarkable job. He is a
joy to work with. We worked very
closely together, and what we bring
today is a bill that we believe that ev-
eryone in this body can support, even
though it does not meet the needs for
our men and women in the service. But
it is beyond our reach to do the kinds
of things that we would like to do be-
cause of our allocation. Because of
budgetary constraints, we are not able
to do the kind of things we want to do
in family housing, but it does provide
$8.2 billion for military construction
and the last two rounds of the base
closings.

Mr. Chairman, this is one of the bills
that comes to this House every cycle in
which we never have enough money to
do the things that we would like to do
for quality of life and to make sure
that young men and women coming
into our service will want to stay and
serve their country. But we have done
the best that we could in putting this
bill together as far as it relates to
quality of life and retention in our
Armed Forces.

Mr. Chairman, I want to again thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
PACKARD) and all the staff for putting
together this bill. I would hope that we
would have 100 percent participation,
and that all of that 100 percent would
vote for our bill when the roll is called
and maybe we will have 100 percent.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. PACKARD)
for yielding me this time for the pur-
pose of a colloquy.

Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman
knows, I am very eager to see design
funding for the P–208 aircraft platform
interface, the API laboratory consoli-
dation project, move forward this year
at Lakehurst Naval Air Engineering
Station. I would ask the gentleman, is
it accurate to say that this bill, H.R.
4059, provides the necessary funding for
the design of the API lab and will keep
the Navy on track for construction in
fiscal Year 2000?

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to
the gentleman from California.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, the
funding is included in this bill, H.R.
4059, for planning and design of the API
lab for fiscal year 1999. The Navy is ex-
pected to move ahead with the plan-
ning and design of this project begin-
ning on October 1 of this year, so that
the construction can take place as
scheduled in fiscal year 2000.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Chair-
man, reclaiming my time, I thank the
gentleman for affording me this oppor-
tunity to clarify the funding situation
for the API lab at Lakehurst. There
have been far too many delays with
this project already, and H.R. 4059 will
finally set the wheels in motion to
begin the construction of the API lab
at Lakehurst in fiscal year 2000.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman would continue to yield, I
thank him for his efforts and leader-
ship and advocacy on behalf of the API
lab project at Lakehurst. The gentle-
man’s leadership on this bill will help
the Navy to meet the challenge of
naval aviation.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 7
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. OLVER), one of the mem-
bers of the subcommittee.

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HEFNER), our ranking member, for
yielding me this time. I want to thank
the gentleman from California (Chair-
man PACKARD) a truly ‘‘gentle man,’’
for his leadership and his
evenhandedness in putting together
this bill, our bill, H.R. 4059.
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The gentleman from California (Mr.
PACKARD), chairman, and the ranking
member, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. HEFNER) and their excel-
lent staff, particularly Hank Moore and
Tom Forhan, have made my 2 years on
the subcommittee a learning experi-
ence and a pleasure.

On my side of the aisle, what can I
say about the retiring ranking member
that has not already been said in the
newspapers here in Washington and in
North Carolina? The gentleman has
made a lasting mark on this sub-
committee as both chairman and rank-
ing member, and he will be greatly
missed. We all wish him the best from
here.

This bill is as good as I think it can
be, given the allocation that has really
been foisted upon the subcommittee by
the 1997 Balanced Budget Act, and I
certainly urge its very quick passage.

I must send up a couple of signals,
which lie somewhere between yellow
cautionary and red crisis, in relation to
the whole subject of military construc-
tion, because this bill, if it were en-
acted exactly as it is, would be more
than $2 billion below the appropriated
level just four years ago. That is a
huge hit on a budget which is really in

the $10 billion category, $10 billion
level in the first place.

So one might ask, what does it mat-
ter? Some Members think that the
military construction bill is all hang-
ars and armories, but it is really a lot
more than that. It is environmental
compliance and cleanup. It is energy
conservation. It is hospital and medical
facilities. It is child development cen-
ters. It is family housing for the grow-
ing numbers of our peacetime service
personnel who have spouses and chil-
dren.

I would like to focus on just that one
last category, the family housing pro-
gram, for just a minute, pointing out
that the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. HEFNER), when he was Chair,
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
PACKARD) in the past several years that
he has been the Chair for the commit-
tee, have labored mightily each year to
support the family housing program
and do the best they could with the
numbers that we have been given.

But if this bill is enacted, as I am
sure, if it is enacted as it has been pro-
posed here under the constraints of the
Balanced Budget Act of 1997, the pro-
gram for family housing will be down
19 percent, down in actual dollars by 19
percent since fiscal year 1996, from fis-
cal year 1996 to the present.

I just would like to address, call
Members’ attention, call the member-
ship’s attention to the sections in the
report on H.R. 4059 on family housing,
a report that points out that military
family housing and the need for that
has changed with the all volunteer
structure of the force. Whereas 40 years
ago only about 40 percent of our mili-
tary personnel had families, now, 40
years later, it is over 60 percent who
have families. Today the family hous-
ing program is the quality of life incen-
tive that attracts and retains, and I am
quoting really from the report, dedi-
cated individuals to serve in the mili-
tary. The housing deficiencies are a se-
vere disincentive to reenlistment.

Now, it has been the Department of
Defense policy that married couples
will live off base with their families
whenever it is possible and when there
is housing available, and a good num-
ber of them do live off base. One out of
roughly 8 is living off base in sub-
standard housing because there is not
adequate housing in the area for them.
And in spite of the policy, with that
policy, and because there is not ade-
quate housing available, we have under
the Department of Defense a total of
over 300,000 units of housing on base,
and the majority of that housing, the
majority of those units are sub-
standard. And in order to do the re-
placement and bring up to standard
those housing units would require
something like $15 billion.

Now, with the kind of appropriation
that we are having forced upon this
subcommittee by the terms of the Bal-
anced Budget Act, it is almost inevi-
table that we are not going to be able
to catch up on this family housing



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4906 June 22, 1998
need, that we are going to fall further
behind on that, despite what I have
said is the yeoman effort on the part of
the ranking member, when he was
chairman, and the present chairman to
try to deal with that.

I just want to speak to that as one
issue or problem when that budget is
dropping by as much as it is in the ap-
propriated, final appropriated levels. In
totality, this budget funds training and
housing and health care and child care
for the men and women who do our
dirty work, and they deserve every
penny that is in this bill and they de-
serve more.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 6
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. EDWARDS), a valued member of the
subcommittee.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
the time.

No war was ever won with technology
alone. Battles and wars, whether in the
15th century or in the 20th or 21st cen-
tury, require quality men and women,
dedicated to our country, well trained,
capable of defending our national in-
terest. That is why this piece of legis-
lation is so important to our Nation
and our children’s future.

It is important because in this legis-
lation is the funding for quality of life
issues for our military families. In to-
day’s all volunteer force, I can think of
few things more important to our long-
term national security than ensuring
quality housing facilities and day care
facilities for military families, often
split by thousands of miles as the fa-
ther or mother are off deployed to
other nations, or even fighting for the
interests of our country, while their
children remain at home.

I want to say that I am deeply dis-
appointed that this bill spends $1 bil-
lion less before inflation is even taken
into account than the military con-
struction budget of just one year ago.
It seems to me that a Congress that
can somehow find $20 to $30 billion for
increased funding for potholes and
highways in the recent highway bill
ought not to have to cut day-care cen-
ters and housing programs for men and
women willing to put their lives on the
line for this country. But that criti-
cism, that disappointment has nothing
to do with the leadership of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations or this sub-
committee. That is a decision made at
a different pay level.

I would urge Speaker GINGRICH and
the leadership of this House and the
Committee on the Budget, who made
the decision to cut military construc-
tion funding by $1 billion this year, to
reconsider that cut and that budget as
we review the budget in the months
ahead.

I must say, as a compliment to those
people who did not set the overall level
of spending, no two Members could
have done a better job in fighting for
our military families and their quality

of life than the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. PACKARD), chairman of the
subcommittee, and the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. HEFNER), the rank-
ing member. I want to applaud them
not only for their dedication to mili-
tary families and a strong national de-
fense, but I want to applaud them for
the bipartisan manner in which they
have put this bill together.

The reason, Mr. Chairman, people
will not see a lot of Members on the
floor during this debate, the reason
there will not be an visceral disagree-
ment of debate on this issue is simply
because the gentlemen have done the
business of the House and our country
the way it should be done, on a fair, bi-
partisan basis. For that, we all say
thank you to both of them.

I think the bipartisan nature of Mr.
PACKARD and Mr. HEFNER’s work to-
gether should be a model, not an excep-
tion to the rule, for this and future
Congresses.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, the reason I
truly wanted to be on the floor of the
House this afternoon was to say thank
you for a lifetime of service to our col-
league and my dear friend, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HEF-
NER). In the 71⁄2 years I have had the
privilege to serve in this body, I have
considered no one a better friend than
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HEFNER), who took this young
green Member from the State of Texas
under his wing and helped me as I tried
to learn the process of Congress in my
effort to represent Ft. Hood, which is
now the largest populated Army instal-
lation in the world.

Not only through his service as
chairman of the Subcommittee on
Military Construction for over a decade
but also because of his many years of
service as a member of the very power-
ful military subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HEF-
NER) has made a difference for the mili-
tary families of this Nation. He has
made a difference in ensuring that
America has a strong national defense.
On behalf of my two little boys, who
will live in a safer world because of the
service in Congress of the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HEFNER), I
want to express my deep-felt gratitude
to the gentleman from North Carolina.
I know in the weeks and months ahead,
many, many of my colleagues will join
me in reflecting these feelings toward
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HEFNER) and his service.

Let me also say beyond the scope of
these two important committees on
which he serves, I have seen no Member
that has shown greater courage on the
floor of this House week after week,
month after month. When one comes to
floor and looks up at Mr. HEFNER’s
light, yeah or nay on a bill, they may
not know the best political vote but
they know what the right vote is. As
someone who was not here in 1981, I can
only imagine how difficult it was for a
southern Democrat from North Caro-

lina to vote against President Reagan’s
tax bill, which, in the opinion of some,
not all, had something to do with the
increased national debt that we face
today.

But whether you agreed or disagreed
with him, to have the courage to vote
‘‘no’’ on that bill and ‘‘yes’’ and ‘‘no’’
on so many other important pieces of
legislation, to be motivated by doing
what his conscience told him was right,
that is the sort of thing that causes all
of us throughout the country, as well
as the constituents of his in North
Carolina, to have a deep and abiding re-
spect for the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. HEFNER).

So on behalf of my colleagues that
serve on the committee and all others
who are here and who will be here in
the days ahead to speak of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HEF-
NER), recognizing this is his last time
to come to the floor as part of leader-
ship in bringing the military construc-
tion budget to this House, I want to ex-
press my lifelong respect and gratitude
for Mr. HEFNER’s friendship and leader-
ship on behalf of our Nation.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. LIVING-
STON), chairman of the full Committee
on Appropriations.

(Mr. LIVINGSTON asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I
first want to rise and congratulate the
chairman, the gentleman from Califor-
nia (Mr. PACKARD), and the ranking
member, the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. HEFNER), for once again
doing the outstanding job that both of
them are accustomed to doing on this
bill. The gentleman from Texas pre-
ceded me by pointing out a few prob-
lems that they had to work with. He
failed to mention, though, that the ad-
ministration had underfunded the mili-
tary construction part of the budget by
some $1.4 billion.

I share his concern that we should
not deprive the men and women of the
military of the accoutrements that
lead to a better quality of life for them.
And for that reason, within our given
budget limits, within the fact that we
are living within a balanced budget
with very strict budget ceilings, I am
very pleased that we were able to put
back in $450 million into this sub-
committee so that they could apply
that money to the needs of the service-
men and women of America.

I am concerned. I share his concern
that the administration would
underfund this account by $1.4 billion.
That being said, in the same bipartisan
fashion that the gentleman used who
preceded me, let me say that the two
gentlemen that manage this bill exem-
plify the type of bipartisan spirit that
is not only welcomed but is so criti-
cally necessary to the conduct of the
business of the House of Representa-
tives.
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Together they have worked well on
behalf of both the young men and
women of our armed services and on
behalf of America. I just want to con-
gratulate them from the bottom of my
heart.

But I want to reiterate and exagger-
ate those congratulations to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HEF-
NER) from Concord, North Carolina,
about 60 miles from Fort Bragg, who
has represented the Eighth Congres-
sional District of North Carolina so
well since he was first elected in Con-
gress in 1974.

The fact is that the gentleman began
service on this subcommittee in 1981.
Whether as chairman of the sub-
committee when his team was in the
majority or as ranking member when
our team took over the majority, the
fact is that he has been steadfast in his
devotion to serve America and to serve
the people who have rendered them-
selves valiant service in the cause of
America in uniform.

I particularly appreciate the effort
that the gentleman has made on behalf
of America’s military, but also I want
to say that he has distinguished him-
self in so many other ways during his
service here. First, he is a great golfer
who participated with me in one of the
most memorable golf events in my life,
which I did not distinguish myself, but
he certainly did. He played well, and I
will let him complete the record on the
rest of it.

Secondly, he is a man of enormous
sensibilities and great sense of humor.
He has played host to the chile cookoff,
which is a function that occurs on an
annual basis for congressional wives.
Try as we might, we have never been
able to come up with anybody who
could compare with him in hosting this
event. I must say I saw his perform-
ance this year, and I think he outdid
even himself.

The gentleman has got a wonderful
sense of humor. He not only is an ac-
complished musician and accomplished
musical performer, but as a stand-up
comic, he is unparalleled. I want to
thank him for his service to this coun-
try. I want to thank him for his spirit
of bipartisanship which contributed
mightily to this bill. I want to take
this opportunity to wish him and his
family all of the best of luck and suc-
cess in everything that he does hence-
forth.

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that we have 2
extra hours.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot
entertain such a request at this time.

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, could
the Chair enlighten us as to how much
time is remaining for each side?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. HEFNER) has
151⁄2 minutes remaining. The gentleman
from California (Mr. PACKARD) has 201⁄2
minutes remaining.

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-

consin (Mr. OBEY), the ranking member
on the Committee on Appropriations

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I very
much thank the gentleman for the
time. I simply wanted to come to the
floor to really pay honor to the gen-
tleman who is managing this bill on
this side of the aisle for the last time,
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HEFNER).

I have known Bill since the first day
he walked into this institution, and I
have never seen a day when he did not
bring honor to this House by his serv-
ice. He has, as our chairman has al-
ready indicated, a wonderful sense of
humor. He has a wonderful sense of
music. He also has a wonderful sense of
honor.

Those that know him know that reli-
gion means a lot to him. But as we
have seen him demonstrate often on
this floor, he also has a very healthy
skepticism about the use to which
some politicians put religion, or at
least their professed religiosity.

The gentleman has indicated time
and time again that he recognizes all
too often the propensity of some people
in public life to wrap an economic or
political message in a religious ribbon
and call it religion when it is, in fact,
something very, very different, some-
thing which demeans God and demeans
religion.

He, I think, understands that there
are some things in life that are too im-
portant to politicize, religion being one
of them. I have admired for so long his
ability on an issue to be righteous
without being sanctimonious.

He has, I think, demonstrated in
countless ways on countless days a
sense of justice, a sense of outrage
against injustice, and most of all, a po-
litical courage that we wish would be
emulated more often on this floor than
it is.

In addition to being a first-rate legis-
lator, he is a first-rate human being. I
for one will miss him greatly. I will
miss his good judgment. I will miss his
good temper. I will miss his wonderful
sense of humor. I will certainly miss
the opportunities that I have had
through the years to play my bluegrass
harmonica in backup to his gospel
singing. His gospel singing is better
than my bluegrass harmonica, but we
have had a lot of fun doing that.

I simply want to say to young people
who will be entering this House in the
future, they could do a lot worse than
to emulate the style of the gentleman
from North Carolina. He has brought
grace to this House. He has brought de-
termination and courage and guts to
this House.

As someone else indicated, I have
never heard him ask what is the politi-
cal vote. I have often heard him ask
what is the right vote. That is the
right question that ought to be asked
in this institution.

So, Bill, we are going to miss you,
but we know that wherever you are,
you will be keeping an eye on us. From
time to time, I think you will be pull-

ing our leash to let us know when you
think we are getting out of line. It has
been a pleasure to serve with you.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time for clos-
ing.

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

We still have just a couple speakers,
but I did not realize that these folks
were going to say these nice things
about me after all these years. I guess
it is just a pent-up exuberance that
they have been building up over the
years, hoping one day I would retire
and they would be able to say nice
things.

I was kind of hoping for a watch, but
I guess that is not going to materialize.
At least, I have a road that is going to
be named after me. I am working with
the Governor of North Carolina to see
if we can make it into a toll road which
will be some benefit in my old age and
in my retirement.

But serving in this body has been
something that I could never have
dreamed about when I was a kid grow-
ing up in rural Alabama. I had never
been to the capital of Alabama, Mont-
gomery, let alone to think someday I
would be able to come to the Capitol of
the United States and represent a half
a million people. So it has really been
a tremendous experience for me.

I defend this body and I defend the
Members in this body, because I believe
that if we take all 435 of us and we put
us up to the scrutiny and put 435 aver-
age citizens across this country up to
the same scrutiny, that we would stack
up very, very well among the rank and
file of people in this country.

We all want the same things for our
country, for our States, and for our
families. We just have a little bit dif-
ferent way sometimes how we want to
get there. But it has been an honor for
me to serve in this body, and it has cer-
tainly been an honor for me to serve on
this committee and this subcommittee.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentlewoman from the 18th Dis-
trict of Texas, (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from
North Carolina for yielding to me. He
took away my momentum. That watch
was coming, but we are checking the
gift rule.

But I could not come to the floor for
a better occasion than to thank the
gentleman from California (Mr. PACK-
ARD) as well for his leadership and cer-
tainly the ranking member.

I think that any time someone main-
tains themselves in this body for 24
years, has seen the conclusion of the
Vietnam War, one of the most tragic
periods in our history, watching just a
few miles down the road the return of
the 265-plus Marine bodies in the Leb-
anon tragedy, and certainly now at one
point facing the crisis in Bosnia.

I think the ranking member knows
full well the importance of our mili-
tary personnel and particularly this
committee that helps to house them
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and respect them for who they are. So
I personally, as a nonmember of the
committee, wanted to thank the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HEF-
NER) for his leadership and as well his
quiet deliberation.

There is good humor in what he says
on many occasions, but there is also
wisdom. I thank the gentleman as a
second-term Member for his wisdom
and for challenging the rest of us that
we should combine debate and adver-
sarial activities with knowledge and
wisdom and sensitivity, and I appre-
ciate and applaud him for that.

This bill is an important bill. I am
not a member of the community of
those who are on this committee, but
as I go about my business in Texas, I
consider Texas sort of a feeder school
for the United States military.

Throughout my district, high school
students are enrolled in ROTC. Many of
them look to the United States as a
source for their future, and I applaud
them for that and encourage them for
that. In fact, as someone representing
what has been termed as a majority
minority district, I go in particular to
the inner city schools and encourage
those that are interested in the U.S.
military to become involved.

For that reason, this military con-
struction appropriations bill is very
important, because my young people
who enter into the military make it a
career, and bring their families there
who need the kind of housing that will
be provided by this legislation, troop
housing, hospitals, and medical facili-
ties, NATO infrastructure, and other
activities associated with base closings
which Texas knows so much about.

I would have wanted more, but I ap-
plaud the leadership of the ranking
member and chairperson for bringing
about the funding that we now have. It
is more than the administration would
have provided. I am glad of that.

Unfortunately, I wish that we could
press the button, if you will, for more
money for our family housing; though
the $3.5 billion for family housing is 43
percent of the total, $635 for new bar-
racks, 10 percent more than requested,
but, again, we need to do more.

The measure also provides the $1.7
billion for base realignment, $31 mil-
lion for new construction and improve-
ments to existing day care centers. If I
might, Mr. Chairman, I would like to
dwell on that for a moment.

First of all, in this military construc-
tion scenario, I would like to empha-
size the access and the availability of
including our local businesses, our
small and minority businesses in as-
sisting with this construction, whether
it is domestically or foreign.

That is a very important economic
piece to many of our communities. I
want to ensure that at least my voice
is heard to ensure that our military,
knowing that the affirmative action
has not been eliminated in Federal law,
that we make sure that we outreach to
the small businesses.

But I really wanted to focus as a
member and participant in the Con-

gressional Children’s Caucus on the im-
portance of the increased money for
day care. Let me thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. PACKARD). Let me
thank the ranking member as well for
having emphasized something that I
have heard from military personnel
over and over.

Most critical is what H.R. 4059 does
for our children. There are roughly
300,000 children involved in military
day care. So the additional monies is
extremely important. The Secretary of
Defense established a goal of providing
quality child care to 65 percent of the
potential need in 1992.

I think we will be there when we are
able to provide 80 percent of the child
care need that is so very important.
DOD will be conducting a demonstra-
tion project to review ways of provid-
ing child care services by using third-
party contracting. I encourage that as
a participant of the Congressional Chil-
dren’s Caucus.

I would also say that we must em-
phasize and make sure that we have
the right kind of family housing. So let
us remember that these men and
women are, in fact, the survival of the
freedom of the democratic principles of
our country.

Can we do any less than to provide
them with safe housing, good hospitals,
and, yes, protection and protected en-
vironment for their children? I applaud
this legislation, and I thank the two
gentleman for their collaborative ef-
forts. Most importantly, let me salute
my ranking member for the highway
and byway, but for his leadership and
for his commitment.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to address H.R.
4059, the Military Construction Appropriations
bill for FY 1999.

In general, the bill provides a total of $8.2
billion for military construction, including family
and troop housing, hospitals and medical fa-
cilities, NATO infrastructure, and activities as-
sociated with the last two rounds of base clos-
ings. I am pleased that the bill includes:

$3.5 billion for family housing (43% of the
bill’s total), slightly more than the President re-
quested, but 10% less than was appropriated
in FY 1998;

$635 million for new barracks, 10% more
than requested, but 24% less than the current
appropriation;

The measure also provides $1.7 billion for
base realignment and closures previously au-
thorized by Congress (16% less than in cur-
rent year); and

H.R. 4059 appropriates $31 million for new
construction and improvements to existing
daycare centers for military dependents ($8
million more than the administration’s request).

As chair of the Children’s Caucus, I am very
pleased that money is increased for daycare.
In short, the measure goes far in accomplish-
ing much for the well-being of our military.
Most critical is what H.R. 4059 seeks to do for
children and their parents. There are roughly
300,000 children involved in military daycare.

First, the Appropriations Committee has rec-
ommended an additional $7.9 million above
the budget estimate of $23.15 million for a
total appropriation of (roughly) $31 million for
new construction, or improvements, for child
development centers.

In 1992, the secretary of defense estab-
lished a goal of providing quality child care to
65% of the potential need in 1992. The Army
proudly met the 65% goal this year. The Ma-
rine Corps expects to reach the goal by 2002,
and the Air Force and Navy are programmed
to reach 65% by 2003. The Appropriations
Committee notes that to optimally meet the
DOD’s demand an 80% goal must be
achieved.

The Appropriations Committee correctly rec-
ognizes the increased importance of these
centers due to the rising number of single mili-
tary parents, dual military couples, and military
personnel with a civilian employed spouse.
The Committee report states that the DOD is
encouraged to maintain all efforts possible to
meet 80% of the child care need.

Second, the DOD is conducting demonstra-
tion projects to review ways of providing child
care services by using third party contracting,
such as purchasing spaces in accredited child
development centers by buying down the cost
for military families. The Defense Logistics
Agency is testing, for example, the manage-
ment and operation of a military-constructed
child development center by a private contrac-
tor in Ohio.

As a co-chair of the Children’s Caucus in
the House, I commend these efforts to secure
quality housing and child care facilities for the
children of our nation’s fighting men and
women.

Another key component of Military Construc-
tion Appropriations bill is family housing for the
men and women of our nation’s armed serv-
ices. The committee report takes note of the
changing nature, if you will, of military housing
as our all-volunteer force has led to more
service members with families. This change
has coincided with a general decline in the
standard of housing suitable for today’s mili-
tary to create a severe discincentive to re-en-
listment.

Of the amount appropriated for family hous-
ing, the bill allocates the president’s request of
$2.8 billion to operate and maintain existing
family housing units. The funds are used for
maintenance and repair, furnishings, manage-
ment, services, utilities, leasing, interest, mort-
gage insurance and miscellaneous expenses.

What’s more, this measure appropriates
$301 million for the construction of 1,871 new
family housing units ($31 million more than the
administration’s request). The total includes
$105 million from the Family Housing Improve-
ment Fund.

Furthermore, the bill also provides $7.5 mil-
lion for the Homeowners’ Assistance Fund for
F.Y. 1999 ($5 million less than requested by
the president). The fund helps personnel who
have been affected by the closure of military
bases.

Mr. Chairman, I strongly encourage my es-
teemed colleagues to support H.R. 4059.

b 1700
Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I apolo-

gize for all the speakers, but the re-
quests just keep coming in. Far be it
from me to curtail anybody wanting to
say a nice word after all these years on
my behalf.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE), a very good friend who is
one of the finer Members of this House.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, let me
just say about the gentleman from
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North Carolina (Mr. HEFNER), I know a
lot has been mentioned about his years
of service and his sense of humor and
his musical abilities, and all those are
certainly true, but I just want to say,
I have only been here 10 years, but I
have noticed on many occasions both
within our Democratic Caucus as well
as on this House floor where his state-
ments have been crucial in swaying the
Members of this body to vote a certain
way or to support certain legislation.
In many ways he has been one of those
people that is sort of the conscience of
this body and particularly of our
Democratic Caucus. I know that has
been recognized, but I do not know if it
was mentioned today. We will sorely
miss him because of what he contrib-
utes to this body and to our Demo-
cratic Caucus.

Mr. Chairman, I just want to thank
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. HEFNER) again and also the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. PACKARD)
for this legislation. I also want to
thank the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. PAPPAS) who cochairs our Save
our Fort Committee, which is a bipar-
tisan committee that deals with two
military bases in our two districts,
Fort Monmouth and Earle Naval Weap-
ons Depot.

Two projects for which funding was
included in this bill are of importance
to us. One is the addition to the Com-
munication and Electronics Command
Software Engineering Center at Fort
Monmouth and the second is the design
study for berthing pier replacements at
Naval Weapons Station Earle. Expan-
sion of Seacom’s Software Engineering
Center will allow Fort Monmouth to
intensify its efforts to ensure American
soldiers have the types of technological
advantages that are the hallmark of
U.S. military forces around the world.

With respect to Earle, Piers 2 and 3
were constructed in 1944, and after over
40 years the time has come to replace
them. Because the pier complex at
Earle is one of the Navy’s most impor-
tant facilities on the eastern seaboard,
it is extremely important that re-
sources be provided for their upkeep. I
am very pleased the committee has
recognized the importance of Earle’s
mission and thank my colleagues for
approving the first step of the DOD’s
long-term plan to modernize Piers 2
and 3 at Earle.

I just want to thank again my col-
leagues on the committee, and particu-
larly the chairman and retiring mem-
ber the gentleman from North Caro-
lina.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BEREUTER).

(Mr. BEREUTER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in strong support of H.R. 4059. I
would also like to express a very spe-
cial and sincere thanks to the chair-
man of the appropriations subcommit-
tee, the gentleman from California

(Mr. PACKARD); and to also express ap-
preciation to the ranking Democrat of
the subcommittee, the distinguished
gentleman from North Carolina who is
receiving such understandably high
praise today in light of his career here
in the House. And, of course, I thank
the chairman and the ranking member
of the full committee for their assist-
ance.

Their assistance to this Member re-
lates to efforts in approving funding for
the Nebraska National Guard Joint
Army-Air Medical Training Facility lo-
cated in Nebraska’s First Congres-
sional District which I represent. I
know it is particularly important in
light of the limited financial resources
for the subcommittee’s work this year.

The new facility will be a unique cost
saving military construction project
for both Nebraska’s Army and Air Na-
tional Guard units. It will provide re-
sources jointly to fund the construc-
tion project. While this joint funding
construction arrangement is unusual
and was initially bureaucratically
challenged, to say the least, it is the
reasonable way to go, for a jointly used
facility is by far the most cost-effec-
tive and economical use of taxpayer re-
sources. Is it not ironic that taking the
most cost-effective approach in spend-
ing the taxpayers’ money is not always
the easiest bureaucratic course? This
project will go a long way toward im-
proving the quality of training that the
Army and the Air National Guard
health professionals will receive, and
will also improve the quality of health
care provided to their personnel.

In conclusion, I want to express my
sincere thanks to the National Guard
Bureau and especially to the authoriz-
ing and appropriating subcommittees
for assisting this Member in his efforts
to make this joint, cost-effective
project a reality. The gentleman from
California (Mr. PACKARD) and his staff
have been assisting this Member in this
effort for more than a year now to
bring us to this point. I thank the gen-
tleman for that effort. This is a fru-
gally prepared piece of legislation wor-
thy of support. I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘aye.’’

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I have
one other speaker, but I would be re-
miss if I did not single out one particu-
lar person who has been very dedicated
to this process and to this subcommit-
tee, Liz Dawson, who has labored abso-
lutely far beyond the call of duty. Liz,
we are going to miss you. We hope the
very best for you. You have done a tre-
mendous job through all these years.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
GEJDENSON).

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Chairman, in
this institution through the years we
see many people come and go. The
great wealth of American ability is
that they get replaced by capable indi-
viduals that go on to represent their
constituents. It is not often that a vac-
uum is felt in this Chamber. This is a
very vibrant country. Most of us when

we leave here and go back to our per-
sonal lives, while occasionally remem-
bered, the society runs just fine, and
the institution runs fine.

We are going to miss our friend the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
HEFNER). We are going to miss him not
just because of his personality and his
friendship but because the courage he
has exhibited on this floor over and
over again on so many issues. People
always talk about political courage as
if there is a political benefit for politi-
cal courage, but I think most people in-
side this institution know that often-
times in the instances where there is
the greatest political courage, there is
actually a larger political cost. You
lose more votes for being courageous.
You are often safer playing in the mid-
dle of the road.

The gentleman from North Carolina
has not done that. In the years here on
tough vote after tough vote, he stood
up for what he believed to be right,
right for the country and right for his
constituents. At times I guess it has
cost him some votes back home. But
from the people that know him and ad-
mire him as I do, it just increased our
respect for the work he has done here.

We often do not get this sentimental
in speaking about each other, but in
the 18 years that I will be here at the
end of this term, I cannot think of but
several other Members that I hold in
the same high standard as I do the gen-
tleman from North Carolina. He has
been a good friend, he has been a great
Member of Congress, and he has used
his political base and capital for the
betterment of this country and his dis-
trict. For that we all owe him a great
debt of gratitude.

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Chairman, I hope
that every Member of this body will
vote ‘‘aye’’ on this military construc-
tion bill, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, I wish to conclude
this debate by just simply saying how
much I appreciate the work that the
staff has done on my side of the aisle.
Liz Dawson, Hank Moore and Mary Ar-
nold have done yeoman’s work for
years on this subcommittee and cer-
tainly have made my job easy. On the
Democratic side, Tom Forhan and
Irene Schecter. We deeply appreciate
the work that each of our staff does.
They serve the gentleman from North
Carolina and myself very well.

I really appreciate the Members who
have come to the floor on both sides of
the aisle and expressed their feelings
about the character and the service of
the gentleman from North Carolina,
and I certainly wish to relate myself to
those remarks. He has been a remark-
able Member. I have deep love and af-
fection for him and for the work he has
done for the country.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support
of this bill. This bill appropriates $450 million
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above the President’s request for military con-
struction. However, it represents a total de-
crease of approximately $974 million from last
year’s bill.

As a member of the installations and facili-
ties authorizing subcommittee, I continue to be
concerned about the backlog of unfunded mili-
tary construction projects in our Armed
Forces. Those concerns are evident through-
out this bill.

I would like to highlight two areas. The bill
provides $125 million or chemical weapons
demilitarization, including $29.5 million for the
Newport Army Ammunition Plant in Indiana.
Timely destruction of our chemical weapons is
a time-sensitive problem. This bill, along with
National Security Committee’s authorization
bill, outlines the long-term plan to destroy the
stockpile.

The bill also appropriates $309 million for
Guard and Reserve construction. Maintaining
our Guard and Reserve facilities is a key to
readiness. While the bill provides nearly $130
million more than the Presidents request, the
total is $155 million less than last year’s
amount.

In this 14th year of real decline in the De-
fense budget, I intend to vote for this bill, but
with the warning that we need to pay more at-
tention to Defense spending if we intend to re-
main the sole remaining superpower in this
world.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the Military Construction Appro-
priations bill which provides $8.2 billion for the
construction of up-to-date facilities for our
hard-working men and women in the military
and their families. I, along with my colleagues
on the Military Construction Appropriations
Subcommittee, feel that this is a good bill that
addresses serious health and human safety
issues at our aging military bases.

I am pleased that 2 crucial projects in my
area are included in the bill. One of these
projects is replacement of the antiquated, 30-
year old Air Traffic Control Tower at Travis Air
Force base. I’ve been up in that tower a num-
ber of times and felt the entire structure sway
under my feet, and I can vouch for the abso-
lute necessity to have a new one built as soon
as possible. The current tower is extremely
dangerous, and I’m pleased that construction
of a new tower can begin this year.

Antoher important provision included in the
bill is language instructing the Army to demol-
ish buildings and clean up environmental haz-
ards at the Rio Vista Army Reserve Center in
an expedited fashion. The Rio Vista Army Re-
serve Center was all but abandoned in the
late 80’s, and the Army has done little to
maintain the property since that time. With my
help in 1994, the residents of Rio Vista
jumped at the chance to take over the base
property and convert it to a recreational area.
But the slow pace of the Army’s environmental
clean-up has hampered the community’s ef-
forts to begin construction of new facilities. I
am pleased that the community can now put
their plans into action.

Because of these and other important health
and safety projects in the Military Construction
Appropriations bill, I would urge my colleagues
to vote for the bill.

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in
support of H.R. 4059, the Military Construction
Appropriations Bill for Fiscal Year 1999. I wish
to commend Chairman PACKARD, Ranking
Member HEFNER and the Committee on Ap-

propriations for crafting a bill which provides
the necessary funding to improve the quality
of life for our men and women in the Armed
Forces.

I believe that this measure goes far in ad-
dressing the backlog in readiness, revitaliza-
tion, and quality of life projects. The measure
before us today will fund the planning and
construction of several barracks, family hous-
ing and operational facilities.

The Second Congressional District of Geor-
gia is home to three military installations; Fort
Benning, home of the 75th Ranger Regiment,
Moody Air Force Base in Valdosta, home of
the 347th Fighter Wing, and the Marine Corps
Logistics Center in Albany. I have seen first
hand the excellent work that our fighting men
and women do, often under very difficult cir-
cumstances. Our responsibility is to make their
jobs easier. We cannot expect to attract quali-
fied recruits if we provide inadequate facilities
for them to work out of.

This measure would provide Fort Benning
with $28,600,000 to construct barracks, a sol-
dier community building, a battalion head-
quarters with classroom building, and com-
pany operations buildings. It will also provide
the Marine Corps Logistics Base in Albany
$2,800,000 with a Child Development Center
which will increase the Base’s current capacity
of 228 to over 300 children. This center will
address the growing demand for quality child
care on our bases. And, it will provide
$11,000,000 for alterations to a medical and a
dental clinic. These expansion and moderniza-
tion plans will positively contribute to the deliv-
ery of quality health care and patient acces-
sibility to quality medical care.

The portions of the bill I just spoke of place
a human face on this debate. We know that
we have the most technologically advanced
military in the world. It is time we improve the
quality of life for the men and women who are
the heart and soul of that military. This bill
does a very good job of doing just that! There-
fore, I strongly urge my colleagues to support
this measure.

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general
debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment that he has printed
in the designated place in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. Those amendments
will be considered read.

The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may postpone a request for a
recorded vote on any amendment and
may reduce to a minimum of 5 minutes
the time for voting on any postponed
question that immediately follows an-
other vote, provided that the time for
voting on the first question shall be a
minimum of 15 minutes.

The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 1999, for
military construction, family housing, and
base realignment and closure functions ad-
ministered by the Department of Defense,
and for other purposes, namely:

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent
public works, military installations, facili-
ties, and real property for the Army as cur-
rently authorized by law, including person-
nel in the Army Corps of Engineers and
other personal services necessary for the
purposes of this appropriation, and for con-
struction and operation of facilities in sup-
port of the functions of the Commander in
Chief, $780,599,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2003: Provided, That of this
amount, not to exceed $63,792,000 shall be
available for study, planning, design, archi-
tect and engineer services, and host nation
support, as authorized by law, unless the
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of his
determination and the reasons therefor.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I thank Members on
both sides for allowing me to do this. I
came late to be a part of what I guess
will be the gentleman from North Caro-
lina’s official management of the mili-
tary construction bill. I would be re-
miss if I did not have an opportunity to
join with my colleagues in saying what
a yeoman’s job he has done, but what
an outstanding job he has done for the
State of North Carolina and how grate-
ful we are for his leadership. We will
miss him for a lot of things. Among
those as being uniquely the gentleman
from North Carolina not only as singer,
a kidder and a joker but being a legis-
lator with heart and having the gump-
tion to speak his feeling so people
would know his passion. But also for
the people that we jointly represent,
the people of Cumberland County. That
is where Fort Bragg is.

I certainly would be remiss on this
last bill if the military men and women
who serve our country so well in that
area did not through me say thank you
for all the things that he has done for
the military throughout the United
States but particularly for Fort Bragg.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent
public works, naval installations, facilities,
and real property for the Navy as currently
authorized by law, including personnel in the
Naval Facilities Engineering Command and
other personal services necessary for the
purposes of this appropriation, $570,643,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2003:
Provided, That of this amount, not to exceed
$60,346,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, architect and engineer services,
as authorized by law, unless the Secretary of
Defense determines that additional obliga-
tions are necessary for such purposes and no-
tifies the Committees on Appropriations of
both Houses of Congress of his determination
and the reasons therefor.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent
public works, military installations, facili-
ties, and real property for the Air Force as
currently authorized by law, $550,475,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2003:
Provided, That of this amount, not to exceed
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$37,592,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, architect and engineer services,
as authorized by law, unless the Secretary of
Defense determines that additional obliga-
tions are necessary for such purposes and no-
tifies the Committees on Appropriations of
both Houses of Congress of his determination
and the reasons therefor.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent
public works, installations, facilities, and
real property for activities and agencies of
the Department of Defense (other than the
military departments), as authorized by law,
$611,075,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2003: Provided, That such amounts
of this appropriation as may be determined
by the Secretary of Defense may be trans-
ferred to such appropriations of the Depart-
ment of Defense available for military con-
struction or family housing as he may des-
ignate, to be merged with and to be available
for the same purposes, and for the same time
period, as the appropriation or fund to which
transferred: Provided further, That of the
amount appropriated, not to exceed
$24,866,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, architect and engineer services,
as authorized by law, unless the Secretary of
Defense determines that additional obliga-
tions are necessary for such purposes and no-
tifies the Committees on Appropriations of
both Houses of Congress of his determination
and the reasons therefor.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Army National Guard, and contributions
therefor, as authorized by chapter 1803 of
title 10, United States Code, and Military
Construction Authorization Acts, $70,338,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2003.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR NATIONAL
GUARD

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Air National Guard, and contributions there-
for, as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 10,
United States Code, and Military Construc-
tion Authorization Acts, $97,701,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2003.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Army Reserve as authorized by chapter 1803
of title 10, United States Code, and Military
Construction Authorization Acts, $71,894,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2003.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the re-
serve components of the Navy and Marine
Corps as authorized by chapter 1803 of title
10, United States Code, and Military Con-
struction Authorization Acts, $33,721,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2003.
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Air Force Reserve as authorized by chapter
1803 of title 10, United States Code, and Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Acts,
$35,371,000, to remain available until Septem-
ber 30, 2003.

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION

SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM

For the United States share of the cost of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Se-

curity Investment Program for the acquisi-
tion and construction of military facilities
and installations (including international
military headquarters) and for related ex-
penses for the collective defense of the North
Atlantic Treaty Area as authorized in Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Acts and
section 2806 of title 10, United States Code,
$169,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

FAMILY HOUSING, ARMY

For expenses of family housing for the
Army for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension and alteration and for operation and
maintenance, including debt payment, leas-
ing, minor construction, principal and inter-
est charges, and insurance premiums, as au-
thorized by law, as follows: for Construction,
$82,840,000, to remain available until Septem-
ber 30, 2003; for Operation and Maintenance,
and for debt payment, $1,097,697,000; in all
$1,180,537,000.

FAMILY HOUSING, NAVY AND MARINE CORPS

For expenses of family housing for the
Navy and Marine Corps for construction, in-
cluding acquisition, replacement, addition,
expansion, extension and alteration and for
operation and maintenance, including debt
payment, leasing, minor construction, prin-
cipal and interest charges, and insurance
premiums, as authorized by law, as follows:
for Construction, $130,457,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2003; for Oper-
ation and Maintenance, and for debt pay-
ment, $915,293,000; in all $1,045,750,000.

FAMILY HOUSING, AIR FORCE

For expenses of family housing for the Air
Force for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension and alteration and for operation and
maintenance, including debt payment, leas-
ing, minor construction, principal and inter-
est charges, and insurance premiums, as au-
thorized by law, as follows: for Construction,
$207,880,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2003; for Operation and Mainte-
nance, and for debt payment, $785,204,000; in
all $993,084,000.

FAMILY HOUSING, DEFENSE-WIDE

For expenses of family housing for the ac-
tivities and agencies of the Department of
Defense (other than the military depart-
ments) for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension and alteration, and for operation and
maintenance, leasing, and minor construc-
tion, as authorized by law, as follows: for
Construction, $345,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2003; for Operation and
Maintenance, $36,899,000; in all $37,244,000.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FAMILY HOUSING
IMPROVEMENT FUND

For the Department of Defense Family
Housing Improvement Fund, $242,438,000, to
remain available until expended: Provided,
That of this amount, not to exceed $7,000,000
shall be the sole source of funds available
during the current fiscal year for planning,
administrative, and oversight costs incurred
by the Housing Revitalization Support Office
relating to military family housing initia-
tives and military unaccompanied housing
initiatives pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2883, per-
taining to alternative means of acquiring
and improving military family housing, mili-
tary unaccompanied housing, and supporting
facilities.

HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE FUND, DEFENSE

For activities authorized by section 1013(d)
of the Demonstration Cities and Metropoli-
tan Development Act of 1966, as amended (42
U.S.C. 3374), $7,500,000, to remain available
until expended.

BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT,
PART III

For deposit into the Department of De-
fense Base Closure Account 1990 established
by section 2906(a)(1) of the Department of De-
fense Authorization Act, 1991 (Public Law
101–510), $433,464,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That not more than
$271,800,000 of the funds appropriated herein
shall be available solely for environmental
restoration, unless the Secretary of Defense
determines that additional obligations are
necessary for such purposes and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress of his determination and
the reasons therefor.

BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT,
PART IV

For deposit into the Department of De-
fense Base Closure Account 1990 established
by section 2906(a)(1) of the Department of De-
fense Authorization Act, 1991 (Public Law
101–510), $1,297,240,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That not more than
$426,036,000 of the funds appropriated herein
shall be available solely for environmental
restoration, unless the Secretary of Defense
determines that additional obligations are
necessary for such purposes and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress of his determination and
the reasons therefor.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 101. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts
shall be expended for payments under a cost-
plus-a-fixed-fee contract for construction,
where cost estimates exceed $25,000, to be
performed within the United States, except
Alaska, without the specific approval in
writing of the Secretary of Defense setting
forth the reasons therefor.

SEC. 102. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction shall be
available for hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles.

SEC. 103. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction may be
used for advances to the Federal Highway
Administration, Department of Transpor-
tation, for the construction of access roads
as authorized by section 210 of title 23,
United States Code, when projects author-
ized therein are certified as important to the
national defense by the Secretary of Defense.

SEC. 104. None of the funds appropriated in
this Act may be used to begin construction
of new bases inside the continental United
States for which specific appropriations have
not been made.

SEC. 105. No part of the funds provided in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts
shall be used for purchase of land or land
easements in excess of 100 percent of the
value as determined by the Army Corps of
Engineers or the Naval Facilities Engineer-
ing Command, except: (1) where there is a de-
termination of value by a Federal court; or
(2) purchases negotiated by the Attorney
General or his designee; or (3) where the esti-
mated value is less than $25,000; or (4) as oth-
erwise determined by the Secretary of De-
fense to be in the public interest.

SEC. 106. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts
shall be used to: (1) acquire land; (2) provide
for site preparation; or (3) install utilities for
any family housing, except housing for
which funds have been made available in an-
nual Military Construction Appropriations
Acts.

SEC. 107. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts
for minor construction may be used to trans-
fer or relocate any activity from one base or
installation to another, without prior notifi-
cation to the Committees on Appropriations.
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SEC. 108. No part of the funds appropriated

in Military Construction Appropriations
Acts may be used for the procurement of
steel for any construction project or activity
for which American steel producers, fabrica-
tors, and manufacturers have been denied
the opportunity to compete for such steel
procurement.

SEC. 109. None of the funds available to the
Department of Defense for military con-
struction or family housing during the cur-
rent fiscal year may be used to pay real
property taxes in any foreign nation.

SEC. 110. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts
may be used to initiate a new installation
overseas without prior notification to the
Committees on Appropriations.

SEC. 111. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts
may be obligated for architect and engineer
contracts estimated by the Government to
exceed $500,000 for projects to be accom-
plished in Japan, in any NATO member
country, or in countries bordering the Ara-
bian Gulf, unless such contracts are awarded
to United States firms or United States
firms in joint venture with host nation
firms.

SEC. 112. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts
for military construction in the United
States territories and possessions in the Pa-
cific and on Kwajalein Atoll, or in countries
bordering the Arabian Gulf, may be used to
award any contract estimated by the Gov-
ernment to exceed $1,000,000 to a foreign con-
tractor: Provided, That this section shall not
be applicable to contract awards for which
the lowest responsive and responsible bid of
a United States contractor exceeds the low-
est responsive and responsible bid of a for-
eign contractor by greater than 20 percent:
Provided further, That this section shall not
apply to contract awards for military con-
struction on Kwajalein Atoll for which the
lowest responsive and responsible bid is sub-
mitted by a Marshallese contractor.

SEC. 113. The Secretary of Defense is to in-
form the appropriate committees of Con-
gress, including the Committees on Appro-
priations, of the plans and scope of any pro-
posed military exercise involving United
States personnel thirty days prior to its oc-
curring, if amounts expended for construc-
tion, either temporary or permanent, are an-
ticipated to exceed $100,000.

SEC. 114. Not more than 20 percent of the
appropriations in Military Construction Ap-
propriations Acts which are limited for obli-
gation during the current fiscal year shall be
obligated during the last two months of the
fiscal year.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 115. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction in prior
years shall be available for construction au-
thorized for each such military department
by the authorizations enacted into law dur-
ing the current session of Congress.

SEC. 116. For military construction or fam-
ily housing projects that are being com-
pleted with funds otherwise expired or lapsed
for obligation, expired or lapsed funds may
be used to pay the cost of associated super-
vision, inspection, overhead, engineering and
design on those projects and on subsequent
claims, if any.

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any funds appropriated to a mili-
tary department or defense agency for the
construction of military projects may be ob-
ligated for a military construction project or
contract, or for any portion of such a project
or contract, at any time before the end of
the fourth fiscal year after the fiscal year for
which funds for such project were appro-

priated if the funds obligated for such
project: (1) are obligated from funds avail-
able for military construction projects and
(2) do not exceed the amount appropriated
for such project, plus any amount by which
the cost of such project is increased pursuant
to law.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 118. During the five-year period after
appropriations available to the Department
of Defense for military construction and
family housing operation and maintenance
and construction have expired for obligation,
upon a determination that such appropria-
tions will not be necessary for the liquida-
tion of obligations or for making authorized
adjustments to such appropriations for obli-
gations incurred during the period of avail-
ability of such appropriations, unobligated
balances of such appropriations may be
transferred into the appropriation ‘‘Foreign
Currency Fluctuations, Construction, De-
fense’’ to be merged with and to be available
for the same time period and for the same
purposes as the appropriation to which
transferred.

SEC. 119. The Secretary of Defense is to
provide the Committees on Appropriations of
the Senate and the House of Representatives
with an annual report by February 15, con-
taining details of the specific actions pro-
posed to be taken by the Department of De-
fense during the current fiscal year to en-
courage other member nations of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization, Japan, Korea,
and United States allies bordering the Ara-
bian Gulf to assume a greater share of the
common defense burden of such nations and
the United States.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 120. During the current fiscal year, in
addition to any other transfer authority
available to the Department of Defense, pro-
ceeds deposited to the Department of De-
fense Base Closure Account established by
section 207(a)(1) of the Defense Authorization
Amendments and Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act (Public Law 100–526) pursuant to
section 207(a)(2)(C) of such Act, may be
transferred to the account established by
section 2906(a)(1) of the Department of De-
fense Authorization Act, 1991, to be merged
with, and to be available for the same pur-
poses and the same time period as that ac-
count.

SEC. 121. No funds appropriated pursuant to
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the
assistance the entity will comply with sec-
tions 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933
(41 U.S.C. 10a–10c, popularly known as the
‘‘Buy American Act’’).

SEC. 122. (a) In the case of any equipment
or products that may be authorized to be
purchased with financial assistance provided
under this Act, it is the sense of the Congress
that entities receiving such assistance
should, in expending the assistance, purchase
only American-made equipment and prod-
ucts.

(b) In providing financial assistance under
this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury shall
provide to each recipient of the assistance a
notice describing the statement made in sub-
section (a) by the Congress.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 123. (a) Subject to thirty days prior
notification to the Committees on Appro-
priations, such additional amounts as may
be determined by the Secretary of Defense
may be transferred to the Department of De-
fense Family Housing Improvement Fund
from amounts appropriated for construction
in ‘‘Family Housing’’ accounts, to be merged
with and to be available for the same pur-
poses and for the same period of time as

amounts appropriated directly to the Fund:
Provided, That appropriations made available
to the Fund shall be available to cover the
costs, as defined in section 502(5) of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974, of direct loans
or loan guarantees issued by the Department
of Defense pursuant to the provisions of sub-
chapter IV of chapter 169, title 10, United
States Code, pertaining to alternative means
of acquiring and improving military family
housing and supporting facilities.

(b) Subject to thirty days prior notifica-
tion to the Committees on Appropriations,
such additional amounts as may be deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense may be
transferred to the Department of Defense
Military Unaccompanied Housing Improve-
ment Fund from amounts appropriated for
the acquisition or construction of military
unaccompanied housing in ‘‘Military Con-
struction’’ accounts, to be merged with and
to be available for the same purposes and for
the same period of time as amounts appro-
priated directly to the Fund: Provided, That
appropriations made available to the Fund
shall be available to cover the costs, as de-
fined in section 502(5) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, of direct loans or loan
guarantees issued by the Department of De-
fense pursuant to the provisions of sub-
chapter IV of chapter 169, title 10, United
States Code, pertaining to alternative means
of acquiring and improving military unac-
companied housing and ancillary supporting
facilities.

SEC. 124. (a) Not later than 60 days before
issuing any solicitation for a contract with
the private sector for military family hous-
ing or military unaccompanied housing, the
Secretary of the military department con-
cerned shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees the notice described in
subsection (b).

(b)(1) A notice referred to in subsection (a)
is a notice of any guarantee (including the
making of mortgage or rental payments)
proposed to be made by the Secretary to the
private party under the contract involved in
the event of—

(A) the closure or realignment of the in-
stallation for which housing is provided
under the contract;

(B) a reduction in force of units stationed
at such installation; or

(C) the extended deployment overseas of
units stationed at such installation.

(2) Each notice under this subsection shall
specify the nature of the guarantee involved
and assess the extent and likelihood, if any,
of the liability of the Federal Government
with respect to the guarantee.

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘congressional
defense committees’’ means the following:

(1) The Committee on Armed Services and
the Military Construction Subcommittee,
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate.

(2) The Committee on National Security
and the Military Construction Subcommit-
tee, Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

SEC. 125. Payments received by the Sec-
retary of the Navy pursuant to subsection
(b)(1) of section 2842 of the National Defense
Authorization Act, 1993 (Public Law 102–484)
are appropriated and shall be available for
the purposes authorized in subsection (d) of
that section.

SEC. 126. It is the sense of the Congress
that the Secretary of the Army should name
the ‘‘All American Parkway’’ at Fort Bragg,
North Carolina, as the ‘‘W.G. ‘Bill’ Hefner
All American Parkway’’.

Mr. PACKARD (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remainder of the bill
through page 19, line 21, be considered
as read, printed in the RECORD, and
open to amendment at any point.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection

to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.
The CHAIRMAN. Are there any

amendments?
If not, the Clerk will read the last

two lines of the bill.
The Clerk read as follows:
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Military

Construction Appropriations Act, 1999’’.

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no fur-
ther amendments, pursuant to the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. BE-
REUTER) having assumed the chair, Mr.
PEASE, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 4059) making appropriations for
military construction, family housing,
and base realignment and closure for
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 1999, and
for other purposes, pursuant to House
Resolution 477, he reported the bill
back to the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

b 1715

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BE-
REUTER). The question is on the pas-
sage of the bill.

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XV, the
yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule I, further
proceedings are postponed until later
today.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the bill (H.R. 4059) making
appropriations for military construc-
tion, family housing, and base realign-
ment and closure for the Department
of Defense for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1999, and for other pur-
poses, and that I may include tabular
and extraneous material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

f

REPORT ON H.R. 4103, DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 1999

Mr. LIVINGSTON, from the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 105–591) on
the bill (H.R. 4103) making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for
the fiscal year ending September 30,

1999, and for other purposes, which was
referred to the Union Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All
points of order are reserved on the bill.

f

REPORT ON H.R. 4104, TREASURY
DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES
POSTAL SERVICE, EXECUTIVE
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT AND
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATION ACT, 1999

Mr. LIVINGSTON, from the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, submitted a
privileged report (Rept. No. 105–592) on
the bill (H.R. 4104) making appropria-
tions for the Treasury Department, the
United States Postal Service, the Exec-
utive Office of the President, and cer-
tain Independent Agencies, for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 1999, and
for other purposes, which was referred
to the Union Calendar and ordered to
be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All
points of order are reserved on the bill.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCDADE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
bill, H.R. 4060, making appropriations
for energy and water development for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
1999, and for other purposes, and that I
be permitted to include tabular and ex-
traneous material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

f

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
1999

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 478 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4060.

b 1718

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4060)
making appropriations for energy and
water development for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1999, and for
other purposes, with Mr. BARRETT of
Nebraska in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the

rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MCDADE) and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS)
each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MCDADE).

Mr. MCDADE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of the energy and
water bill making appropriations for
fiscal year 1999. I want to point out to
my colleagues that this bill was re-
ported about a week ago unanimously
by the Committee on Appropriations,
and just about a week before that it
was also reported unanimously by our
subcommittee.

We in the subcommittee had a tre-
mendous challenge this year, a tough
bill, difficult to work, primarily be-
cause we had a budget that was inad-
equate.

I do not believe there was a scintilla
of doubt among the membership that
when we saw the budget for the Corps
of Engineers particularly we knew that
we could not execute it. But the Mem-
bers hunkered down, on both sides of
the aisle, and re-wrote this bill, Mr.
Chairman, from the bottom up. We re-
ordered priorities, we focused resources
on areas of investment promising the
greatest returns, we demanded greater
efficiencies, and produced a bill that in
my view is both fiscally responsive and
protective of so many interests within
the jurisdiction of the Subcommittee
on Energy and Water Development.

Total spending on the bill is $20.65
billion. That represents a reduction of
$80 million from fiscal year 1998 and
$649 million below the budget request.
Of the total amount, $11.8 billion, just
about 60 percent of every penny spent
in this bill, is for the atomic energy de-
fense activities of the Department of
Energy. The remaining $8.7 billion is
for domestic programs, and it rep-
resents a decrease of $473 million from
the current fiscal year and $284 million
from the budget request.

Mr. Chairman, I just want to point
out to my colleagues in the House that
in reordering those priorities that we
talked about, we looked at highly sig-
nificant projects that we could com-
plete in an efficient and effective way.
My colleagues will see this bill unani-
mously appropriating $63 million for
the Los Angeles harbor project, and $60
million for the Houston-Galveston
navigation project, and $60 million for
the L.A. County drainage area project,
where human lives are at stake and
where people of lower incomes have
been forced to pay ever-rising insur-
ance costs to try to stay in their
homes.

We have completed a work that rep-
resents a togetherness on the sub-
committee and on the full committee,
and that respects the necessary pro-
grams to keep this Nation strong.
There is, as far as I know, and I think
I can speak with authority, no dissent
from any member of the committee on
this bill. I hope that all Members will
support this bill.

Mr. Chairman: I rise in support of the En-
ergy and Water Development Appropriations
Bill for fiscal year 1999. The bill was reported
without dissent by the Committee on Appro-
priations last Tuesday, June 16.
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